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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Non-Final action is responsive to communications: IDS filed on Sep 1 5, 2004 to the 
application filed on 02/27/04. 

2. Claims 1-23 are pending. Claims 1, 10, 18-19 and 22 are independent claims 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on Sep 1 5, 2004 has been entered, 
and considered by the examiner. 

Drawings 

4. The Drawings filed on 02/27/04 have been approved. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Teshima 
(U.S. 6,687,879, filed on Jul 8, 1999). 

Regarding Independent claims 1, 18, Teshima discloses a system for facilitating the processing 
of font data for electronic data transfers to client devices, comprising: A client font list store 
comprising a list of client font capabilities associated with one or more client devices (abstract. 
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column 1, lines 35-67, wherein the table includes a client font list for a client device which is the 
storage device used to store the font/text relationships); and font processing software stored in a 
computer readable medium and comprising processor executable instructions that are operable to 
cause a processing device to receive an electronic data transfer addressed to at least one client 
device, the at least one client device corresponding to the one or more client devices, determine 
augment font data by accessing font data in the electronic data transfer and comparing the 
accessed font data to the list of client font capabilities associated with the one or more client 
devices, and to include the augment font data in the electronic data transfer to the at least one 
client device (column 1, lines 35-67 & column 2, lines 35-67, wherein the font software is in a 
storage device). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it 
would have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able 
to select a mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it 
would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device 
thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 



Regarding Dependent claim 2, with dependency of claim 1, Teshima discloses wherein the font 
processing software fiirther comprises processor executable instructions that are operable to 
cause a processing device to request the list of client font capabilities from the one or more client 
devices and store the list of client font capabilities received in response in the client font list store 
(column 5, lines 15-55). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font 
abilities but it would have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a 
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device. To be able to select a mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the 
storage device it would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the 
font supported for a device thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 3, with dependency of claim 1, Teshima discloses wherein the one 
or more client devices comprises mobile communication devices (colimin 4, lines 20-67). 
Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have 
been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a 
mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have 
to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby 
allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 4, with dependency of claim 3, Teshima discloses wherein the 
electronic data transfer comprises an electronic document (column 4, lines 20-67). Teshima fails 
to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have been obvious to 
make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a mode from the 
font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have to include 
support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby allowing 
the association of text modes with the fonts. 
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Regarding Dependent claim 5, with dependency of claim 3, Teshima discloses wherein the 
electronic data transfer comprise a Wireless Access Protocol (WAP) deck (column 4, lines 20- 
67). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the detemiining of the client font abilities but it would have 
been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a 
mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have 
to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the selection of a mode by detemiining the font supported for a device thereby 
allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 6, with dependency of claim 1, Teshima discloses wherein the list 
of client font capabilities associated with one or more client devices comprises a list of fonts 
supported by each of the one or more client devices (column 9, lines 35-67). Teshima fails to 
explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have been obvious to 
make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a mode from the 
font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have to include 
support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby allowing 
the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 7, with dependency of claim 1, Teshima discloses wherein the font 
processing software is executed on a server computer having stored font data (column 5, lines 1- 
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35). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have 
been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a 
mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have 
to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby 
allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 8, with dependency of claim 7, Teshima discloses wherein the font 
processing software further comprises processor executable instructions that are operable to 
cause the server computer to request and receive augment font data from an augment font 
provider if the augment font data is not included in the stored font data (column 7, lines 15-60). 
Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have 
been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a 
mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have 
to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby 
allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 9, with dependency of claim 1, Teshima discloses: a server font 
data store comprising server font data for a plurality of font types (column 2, lines 20-67); and a 
provider font list store comprising font provider access data (column 4, lines 15-60); wherein the 
processor executable instructions are operable to cause a processing device access the server font 
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data store to obtain augment font data and to access the provider font list store to issue a request 
to a font provider to obtain augment font data (column 15, lines 25-60). Teshima fails to 
explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have been obvious to 
make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a mode from the 
font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have to include 
support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby allowing 
the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Independent claim 10, Teshima discloses a method of facilitating the processing of 
font data for electronic data transfers to client devices, comprising: storing a list of client font 
capabilities associated with one or more client devices (abstract, column 1, lines 35-67, wherein 
the font table includes a list of fonts for a device); accessing font data in an electronic data 
transfer addressed to at least one client device, the at least one client device corresponding to the 
one or more client devices (column 1, lines 35-67 & column 2, lines 35-67, wherein the font data 
is accessed by the font client device which is stored in a storage device); comparing the accessed 
font data to the list of client font capabilities associated with the one or more client devices 
(column 14, lines 20-60, wherein the font device includes an operation for comparing of the font 
data selected/supported to the font data stored in the storage device); identifying augment font 
data based on the comparing the accessed font data to the list of client font capabilities associated 
with the one or more client devices (column 14, lines 5-50, wherein, wherein the font data is 
identified by the client font device by a selection mode); and including augment font data in the 
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electronic data transfer to the at least one client device (column 1 1, lines 35-60, wherein the 
electronic data transfer between the storage device and the font device include augmenting the 
font data). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it 
would have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able 
to select a mode from the font selection device associated v^th the font in the storage device it 
would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device 
thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 11, with dependency of claim 10, Teshima discloses requesting the 
list of client font capabilities from the one or more client devices (column 1, lines 35-67 & 
column 2 lines 35-67). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities 
but it would have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To 
be able to select a mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage 
device it would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for 
doing so would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for 
a device thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 12, with dependency of claim 10, Teshima discloses wherein the 
one or more client devices comprise mobile communication devices (column 1, lines 35-67 & 
column 2, lines 35-67). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font 
abilities but it would have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a 
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device. To be able to select a mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the 
storage device it would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the 
font supported for a device thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 13, with dependency of claim 12, Teshima discloses wherein the 
electronic data transfer comprises an electronic document (column 1, lines 35-67). Teshima fails 
to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have been obvious to 
make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a mode from the 
font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have to include 
support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby allowing 
the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 14, with dependency of claim 12, Teshima discloses wherein the 
electronic data transfer comprises a Wireless Access Protocol (WAP) deck (column 1, lines 35- 
67). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have 
been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a 
mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have 
to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby 
allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 
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Regarding Dependent claim 15, with dependency of claim 12, Teshima discloses wherein the 
electronic data transfer comprises an e-mail message (column 1, lines 35-67 & column 4, lines 
15-55). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would 
have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to 
select a mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it 
would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device 
thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 16, with dependency of claim 10, Teshima discloses wherein 
storing a list of client font capabilities associated with one or more client devices comprises 
storing a list of fonts supported by each of the one or more client devices (column 3, lines 20- 
50). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have 
been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a 
mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have 
to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby 
allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 17, with dependency of claim 10, Teshima discloses: determining 
if the augment font data is stored in a font data store (column 3, lines 20-50); and requesting 
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augment font data from an augment font provider if the augment font data if the augment font 
data is not stored in the font data store (column 3, lines 20-50). Teshima fails to explicitly teach 
the determining of the client font abilities but it would have been obvious to make a 
determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a mode from the font 
selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have to include support 
for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the 
selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby allowing the 
association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Independent claim 19, Teshima discloses a method of facilitating the processing of 
font data in electronic messages addressed to one or more client devices, comprising: 
determining client font capabilities associated with the one or more client devices (column 4, 
lines 20-60, wherein the client font device includes determining of the font capabilities by 
supporting the various selection modes associated with the font in the storage device); receiving 
an electronic message addressed to at least one client device, the at least one client device 
corresponding to the one or more client devices (column 4, lines 22-67, wherein the message 
includes the request for the mode associated with the font from the storage device); accessing 
font data in the electronic message (column 10, lines 40-67, wherein the font data that is stored 
in the storage device is accessed by the font device); comparing the accessed font data to the 
client font capabilities associated with the one or more client devices (colunm 6, lines 20-67, 
wherein the data in the storage device and the font device are compared to determine the mode 
supported on the font device); identifying augment font data based on the comparing the 
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accessed font data to the client font capabilities associated with the one or more client devices 
(column 3, lines 20-40, wherein the augment font data is identified and compared when accessed 
by the font device); including augment font data in the electronic message addressed to the at 
least one client device to create a font-augmented electronic message (column 9, lines 35-60, 
wherein a font-augmented message is created from the font client device); and transmitting the 
font-augmented electronic message to the at least one client device (column 9, Lines 35-60, 
wherein the font-augmented message is transmitted to the font device from the font storage 
device). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would 
have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to 
select a mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it 
would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device 
thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 20, with dependency of claim 19, Teshima discloses wherein the 
determining client font capabilities associated with one or more client devices comprises 
receiving a list of client font capabilities from each of the one or more client devices (column 12, 
lines 20-55). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it 
would have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able 
to select a mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it 
would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device 
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thereby allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 21, with dependency of claim 20, Teshima discloses wherein the 
one or more client devices are mobile communication devices (column 12, lines 45-67). Teshima 
fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have been obvious 
to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a mode from the 
font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have to include 
support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby allowing 
the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Independent claim 22, Teshima discloses a method of facilitating the processing of 
font data in an electronic message addressed to a mobile device, comprising: receiving an 
electronic message (column 11, lines 20-60, wherein a message including the font data is 
received by the client font device); determining if the electronic message includes a font 
attachment including augment font data (column 8, lines 1-20, wherein the augment font data is 
determined for a selected mode of the font client device); and upon determining that the 
electronic message includes a font attachment including augment font data, automatically storing 
the augment font data in a client font data store (column 9, lines 10-45, wherein the augment font 
data is automatically stored in the client font device once the augment font data is determined). 
Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the client font abilities but it would have 
been obvious to make a determination of the fonts supported by a device. To be able to select a 
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mode from the font selection device associated with the font in the storage device it would have 
to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1-40). The motivation for doing so would have 
been to allow the selection of a mode by determining the font supported for a device thereby 
allowing the association of text modes with the fonts. 

Regarding Dependent claim 23, with dependency of claim 22, Teshima discloses 
commimicating a notification of the automatic storing of the font data in the client font data store 
to a font server (column 7, lines 40-67). Teshima fails to explicitly teach the determining of the 
client font abilities but it would have been obvious to make a determination of the fonts 
supported by a device. To be able to select a mode from the font selection device associated with 
the font in the storage device it would have to include support for that font (column 2, lines 1- 
40). The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the selection of a mode by 
determining the font supported for a device thereby allowing the association of text modes with 
the fonts. 

It is noted that any citation ffsJJ to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and any interpretation of 
the references should not be considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied 
upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. [[See, MPEP 2123]] 
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Conclusion 
Other Prior Art Cited 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Igarashi (U.S. 5,740,462) discloses "Output Apparatus Permitting Font Selection 
Based On Resolutions" 

Any inquiry concerning this commvmication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Manglesh M. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-5937. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M, W 6 am-3 pm T, TH 6 am-2pm, Fr 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Mangtesh (PateC 
(Patent ^aminer 
June 26, 2006 
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